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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address •• 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time maybe available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 August 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 29-47,49-82,84-158 and 160-175 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 29-47,49-82,84-99,140-158 and 160-175 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 100-139 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) O Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) PaP er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 100-139 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Durand et al. in view of Puram et al. '340. 

Durand et al. disclose or inherently teach all the limitations of the claims 
including: a data storage device 4; a virtual provider created through matching 3; a 
database base containing information to base requests for information (see for example 
Table 3A in Col. 7); a scoring system having a predetermined formula (See, for 
example, Col. 12»Col. 14; and Fig. 5b); a management and sequencing system (See, 
for example, Col. 6, line 31); and a reporting system that sends messages (See, for 
example, Col. 19). 

Durand et al. lack the specific teaching of a knowledge base being separate from 
the user information and separate from program code. 

Puram et al. teaches a similar matching system whereby the hardware 
configurations can take different forms to facilitate the system (See at least Col. 3, lines 
7-17); the reference specifically teaching that the data receiving and interrogating 
process 68 (i.e., "knowledge base"; see Puram Col. 6, lines 15-31) is separate from 
the database(s) 65 which is also separate from the matching and ranking program code 
69 (See, for example, Fig. 1c). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Durand et al. to include the lacking limitations, in order to provide a 
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system that is "more finely tuned" (See Puram et aL, Col. 1, line 26) to matching 
candidates to positions. 

Reclaims 103-113, 117-118, 120-121, 123-131, 133-139: the limitations are 
design choices that are known in e-commerce and other electronic activity; and to 
modify Durand et al. in view of Puram et al. to incorporate the limitations would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to produce a desired result. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/1/2004 and 8/25/2004 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues that Puram et al. do not teach a 
"knowledge base containing facts and rules for problem solving". However, as 
disclosed above, Puram et al. teach an alternative embodiment in which the 
system/method utilizes artificial intelligence to query the employer about the employer's 
needs for a position. The system uses a branching method to access appropriate 
follow-up questions in light of information provided in earlier steps by the 
employer . Thus, this embodiment taught by Puram et al. does in fact include a 
knowledge base (see "68" in Fig. 1c) which is separate from the databases 65. 

The "design choices" are also deemed proper in view of the teachings from the 
combination of references. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to F. Ryan Zeender whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
8351 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bob Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The receptionist's 
phone number for the Technology center is (703) 308-1 1 13. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are (703) 872-9326 for before Final communications and (703) 872-9327 for 
after Final communications. 

F. Zeender 

Patent Examiner, A.U. 3627 . > 



November 19, 2004 




F.RYAN ZEENDER 
PRIMARY EXAMWER 



